Appl.No. 10/806,516 

Reply to Office Action dated June 29, 2005 


REMARKS 


This response is made to the Office Action dated June 29, 2005. This application 


was filed with fourteen claims of which claims 13 and 14 were previously withdrawn and claims 
1, 5, 6, 11 and 12 are currently amended to more particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter of the invention. 

First, Applicant notes with appreciation that the Examiner indicates the 
allowability of the subject matter of claims 1-12. 

Claims 1 - 12 are rejected under 35 USC § 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which the 
Applicant regards as the invention, however. Claims 1, 5, 6, 11 and 12 are currently amended in 
consideration of the Examiner's comments to more particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter of the invention. More particularly as to claim 9, which depends directly form 
independent claim 1, the phrase "the gaps" is supported with antecedent basis in line 18 of claim 
1. Thus, for the reasons above, this rejection is overcome and claims 1 - 12 are allowable. 

. Reconsideration of this application is requested. The claims pending in this 
application are submitted as being allowable. A notice of allowance is, therefore, requested. 


Respectfully submitted, 
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